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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Oros (US 
4,157,540) in view of Mesina (US 6,924,742). 

Regarding claim 1, Oros teaches a wearable communication device, comprising: a belt 
having an integrated radio; and a buckling mechanism having mating portions on 
opposing ends of the belt, wherein the integrated radio is enabled for transmission or 
receipt of communication signals upon the buckling of the mating portions (see figs. 1, 
8, and 9; col. 3, lines 14-26). However, Oros does not mention that the communication 
signals are enabled exclusively upon the buckling of the mating portions. Mesina, in an 
analogous art, teaches a seat belt alarm system includes a belt buckle having a belt- 
buckled sensor and a transmitter that transmits a belt-buckled signal when the belt is 
buckled. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to provide the teaching of Mesina to Oros in order to 
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exclusively enable the communication of the system upon the buckling of the belt 
buckle. 

1. Claims 2,3, 9-13, 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Oros (US 4,157,540) in view of Mesina (US 6,924,742) and further in 
view of Olsen (US 4,847,818). 

Regarding claim 2, the combination of Oros and Mesina, as mentioned above, teaches 
the limitations of claim 1 but fails to disclose that the integrated radio is selected from 
the group of devices comprising a public safety radio, an iDEN transceiver, a dispatch 
radio, a trunked two-way radio, a Bluetooth transceiver, a GPS receiver, a satellite 
phone, a cellular phone, and a cordless phone. Olsen, in an analogous art, teaches 
wristwatch radiotelephone. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to modify the system of Oros and 
Mesina so that would include a transceiver in order to be able to perform two-way 
communication to allow a help-needed person to notify and talk with the helping 
authority. 

Regarding claim 3, the combination of Oros, Mesina and Olsen once combined teaches 
the wearable communication device of claim 1 , wherein the device further comprises an 
embedded antenna coupled to the integrated radio (see reference Olsen, col. 1, lines 
10-20). 
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Regarding claim 9, the combination of Oros, Mesina and Olsen once combined teaches 
the wearable communication device of claim 1, wherein the belt can be worn around a 
waist, wrist, or ankle or slung across the chest (see reference Oros, col. 3, lines 14-26). 

Regarding claim 10, the combination of Oros, Mesina and Olsen once combined 
teaches wearable communication device of claim 1, wherein the integrated radio 
remains in an off mode or a battery saving mode when the buckling mechanism is 
unbuckled (see reference Oros, col. 3, lines 14-26). 

Regarding claim 11, the claim has the limitations as that of claims 1 and 2, and 
therefore is interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejections of 
claims 1 and 2. 

Regarding claim 12, the claim has the limitations as that of claim 2, and therefore is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 2. 

Regarding claim 13, the claim has the limitations as that of claim 3, and therefore is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 3. 
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Regarding claim 19, the claim has the limitations as that of claim 9, and therefore is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 9. 

Regarding claim 20, the claim has the limitations as that of claim 10, and therefore is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 10. 

2. Claims 4,14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Oros (US 4,157,540) in view of Mesina (US 6,924,742) and further in view of Leonard 
(US 2002/0176586). 

Regarding claim 4, the combination of Oros, Mesina, as mentioned above, teaches the 
limitations of claim 1 but fails to disclose a remote speaker/microphone input jack. 
Leonard, in an analogous art, teaches this limitation (see section [0023]). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made to modify the system of Oros and Mesina so that it would include a 
speaker/microphone jack in order to allow one to free-hand communicate with the other 
end of the communication. 

Regarding claim 14, the claim has the limitations as that of claim 4, and therefore is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 4. 
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3. Claims 5-8,15,16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Oros (US 4,157,540) in view of Mesina (US 6,924,742) and further in view of Bush 
(US 2002/0187757). 

Regarding claims 5, and 6, the combination of Oros, Mesina, as mentioned above, 
teaches the limitations of claim 1 but fails to disclose the buckling mechanism further 
comprises a user interface control or a memory card slot. Bush, in an analogous art, 
teaches this limitation (see fig. 1 and section [0021]). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to modify 
the system of Oros and Mesina so that it would include a memory card slot as 
suggested by Bush for the benefit of being able to replace or upgrade the memory when 
needed. 

Regarding claim 7, the combination of Oros, Mesina and Bush once combined teaches 
the wearable communication device of claim 5, wherein the user interface control 
comprises a volume control, a push-to-talk button, a speaker, or a microphone (see 
Bush, fig. 1, volume control 20). 

Regarding claim 8, the combination of Oros, Mesina and Bush once combined teaches 
the wearable communication device of claim 5, wherein the device further comprises a 
plurality of removable modules comprising radio components or a battery (see Oros, fig. 
1 , power supply 1 8; fig. 8, timer means 1 6 and alerting means 1 5). 
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Regarding claims 15, and 16, the claims have the limitations as that of claim 5, and 6 
respectively, and therefore are interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in 
the rejections of claims 5, and 6. 

Regarding claim 17, the claim has the limitations as that of claim 7, and therefore is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 7. 

Regarding claim 18, the claim has the limitations as that of claim 8, and therefore is 
interpreted and rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 8. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 12/01/05 have been considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MINH D. DAO whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7851 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, DORIS TO can be reached on 571-272-7629. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Minh Dao ^Of\ 
Art Unit 2682 
December 22, 2005 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



